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'->riginal ~pl i c;ation N.Q.e.. 1 124 o.f 19Y4 

..Ulahabad this the 2()tb day of Jyl y, 

Hon• ble Mr.~.K.l. Naqvi, Member 'J) 
Hon• bl e .Mr • .s. Biswas, Member L&) 

Manj u ~ingh, wife of Vij ai Kumar ..dngh, resident 

of Vill ag~nd .R) st 4.Jffi ~ h~ war i( Chaubeypur )uistt. 

V ar anasi. 

~pplicent 

. 
By .Advocate 4ihr i R.P. ;;1 ngh_ 

. 
Versus 

1. Union of India through the uirector General, 
.Post Uffices, uak Bhawan, New Del hi. 

• 

2. ~ st Master General, .J.U.l ahabad itegion, iU.l ahabad. 

3. ~enior .::;uperintendent of !lost Uffices, Varanasi 

J.livision, Varanasi. 

4. .Jflil Kunar ..tingh, ~on of Late ~i ltam Nath ~ngb, 
!:.u.B.P.M. Village-k\Qjwari via .;;ayed haj a, uistrict 
Varanasi • 

a eapondeot :i 

By Adyo cate t~bri Vi. C. Iripathi _ 

By H~ble Mr ,,..K.l. Naqyi, Member (J l 

On 14.10.1993, ~hr i .:ahi v Nath .;;ingh, 

E,u,B.P.M., Rajwari retired, for which a vacancy 

was th.er~ to be filled~ )mongs the candidate.stt> 
~ a.pt_~r,.,.~ ,._,_ 

H app>inted to this post} the applicant.~t.Manj u 

\ 

~ 

~ingh aDd respondent no-4-~hri Mil Kumar .Singh 

were also the aspirants alongwith 8 others. 
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~hr i Nlil KUDIIill' .::iingb was appointed being fo unci 

most suitable candidate fulfilling all the cond-

i tions required fOr the post. Ihe applicant 

.;)mt .Manj u ..)ingh has challeng~d this appointment 

claiming he~self to be .a better candidate for 

having se c\.1: ed more .i A•Rper c~nt age of marks in 

· the High .j..choo1 examination thdn reaponcient no.4 

and fulfilling the other .requirement for tbe post. 

!he .resp:>nden{.s have cont.ested the case 

and filed cgunter-affiaa"it with a chart annexea as 

annexure C.A.-2, giving details of all the candidates 

for the post and pleaded that among all tne candiddtes, 

..>hri Mil Kumar .::iingh was found ~A& most suitable, 
, 

hence app:>inted • 

3. Heard, the learned counsel for the .rival 

contesting parties and perused the reOJrd. 

4. lt is t.rue that ..xnt.Manju .;dngh obtained 

b5.~ marks in the High ~chool whereas ..)hri ~il Kumcll" 

~ingh got only 47.2 fo marks and thereby if the edu­

cati onal quali fi cat ion is the only consider at ion, 

c;i..Uj£J2tte·ry ~.Manj u ..)ingh is the better candidate. 

.8ut amongst the other .requirements, ,at th8 time of"' 

c.onsider atioJ:l ·fo• seiectiofi, the.re was oo peLmanent 

source of income from landed property in the name 

Of the applicant- ~t.Manj u ~ngh, whereas respon­

dent.no.4 was haviny agriculture land an d income 

therefrom. lf the po.sitio n of .requirement is 

oompare4 between the applicant and .resp:>ndent no.4, 

it is found that ..:)mt.Man.tj u ~ingh does oot fulfil 
••••• P9. ;J/-
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one of the .requiremen'G) for having income f.rom 

the landed property and, therefore, we firxi that 

~hri Allil ¥.umar ~ngh was definitely a better 
candidate. MortQver, after this 7 yea&s time, 

it will ~t be proper to unsettled the posi:tion 
•• 

in .respect of the employment of respondent no.4. 

5. For the above, the U.~ i• <;iismissed. 

No or de.r as to costs. 
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